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what was called ' Catholic' or < primitiva truth.' Dr.
Newman was at last convinced that they were not,
The result is known.

Dr. Pusey, while admitting that he does not take
the Articles in the sense of those who wrote them,
yet maintains that, without violence to their literal
and grammatical meaning, they may be interpreted
so as to agree with the decrees of the Council of
Trent. Here then is a basis for reunion, founded
on the creeds of the two Churches. Of course the
Tridentine creed has also to be explained. But in the
natural uncertainty of human words, and the remark-
able uncertainty of what is Koman Catholic doctrine,
it is even easier to find a serviceable interpretation of
the decrees of Trent than of the English Articles.

At the Beformation the greatest doctrinal question
between the Reformers and the Church of Eome
concerned the sacrament of the Lord's Supper. Arch-
bishop Cranmer said that it was with this sacrament that
* the Sevil had craftily juggled.' The" Church of Eome
taught that, by an act of omnipotence greater than the
act of creation, by means of the blessing of the priest,
the bread and wine were changed into the actual body
and blood of Christ This was, and is, the central
doctrine of the Koman system. It is called Tran-
substantiation. Article SXVIII. of the Church of
England says that it ( cannot be proved, by Holy
Writ; but is repugnant to the plain words of Scrip-
ture, overthroweth the nature of a sacrament, and
hath given occasion to many superstitioiK.' Here,
surely, is a sufficiently distinct renmeiatibn of the
Roman doctrine. But it happens that su&stance is